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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Dear Sir: 



In response to the Office Action mailed March 1, 2005, Applicants respond as follows: 



REMARKS 

Applicants respectfully traverse and request reconsideration. 

The restriction requirement alleges that there are four species that are patentably distinct 
but does not indicate why this conclusion has been reached. Applicants are unable to determine 
the basis for the restriction requirement as the restriction requirement appears to be silent as to 
any reasons given for alleging that there are patentably distinct species. As such, Applicants 
respectfully request that the restriction requirement be withdrawn. 

In addition, the office action does not identify which claims correspond to which alleged 
species nor how each species is defined as an independent species. As such, Applicants 
respectfully request withdrawal of the restriction requirement. (See for example, MPEP § 814 
and 809.02 (a)). 
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